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poses an undue economic hardship on that 

community. In developing these procedures, 

the Administrator should consider those ac-

tions which can be taken administratively 

by the Agency and those which will require 

the enactment of legislation. The conferees 

do not intend to create loopholes in the Safe 

Drinking Water Act for compliance to a na-

tional arsenic standard. Rather, the con-

ferees wish to emphasize that they expect 

the Agency to adopt without delay all appro-

priate available administrative actions per-

mitted under existing law to facilitate rea-

sonable extensions of time for compliance of 

these communities. 

The Agency is directed to report to the 

Congress by March 1, 2002 on its review of the 

affordability criteria and the administrative 

actions undertaken or planned to be under-

taken by the Agency, as well as potential 

funding mechanisms for small community 

compliance and other legislative actions, 

which, if taken by the Congress, would best 

achieve appropriate extensions of time for 

small communities while also guaranteeing 

maximum compliance. 

Retains language proposed by the House 

establishing the Minority Emergency Pre-

paredness Demonstration Program at FEMA. 

Deletes language proposed by the House 

prohibiting the VA from implementing the 

‘‘Plan for the Development of a 25-Year Gen-

eral Use Plan for Department of Veterans Af-

fairs West Los Angeles Health Care Center.’’ 

The conferees have instead included report 

language in medical care urging the develop-

ment of a reasonable development plan 

which is suitable for the community and im-

proves access to VA services. 

Modifies language proposed by the House 

prohibiting funds to be used to implement or 

enforce the community service requirement 

of the United States Housing Act of 1937 ex-

cept for residents of projects funded under 

HOPE VI. 

Deletes language proposed by the House 

prohibiting funding of any person or entity 

convicted of the Buy American Act. 

Retains language proposed by the Senate 

requiring HUD to submit a report by Janu-

ary 8, 2002, detailing obligations and expendi-

tures of title II funds for technical assist-

ance, training or management improvement 

activities.

Deletes language proposed by the Senate 

amending section 70113(f) of title 49. 

Deletes language proposed by the Senate 

regarding playground equipment. The con-

ferees have instead included report language 

under EPA and CPSC directing those agen-

cies to submit reports regarding chromated 

copper arsenate-treated wood playground 

equipment.

Deletes language proposed by the Senate 

providing $115,000,000 from NSF funds for 

EPSCoR, which includes $25,000,000 in co- 

funding.

Deletes language proposed by the Senate 

expressing the Sense of the Senate that the 

Committee on Environment and Public 

Works needs to address the State Water Pol-

lution Control Revolving Fund. 

Inserts language clarifying the use of funds 

available to NASA from timber sales. 

New language is included to facilitate the 

use of funds provided through HUD’s Com-

munity Development Block Grant (CDBG) 

program to aid in the recovery of New York 

City from the September 11, 2001 terrorist at-

tacks. The conferees are aware funds appro-

priated to the President in Public Law 107–38 

have been set aside to be provided to the 

State of New York for assistance to New 

York City for properties and businesses af-

fected by the terrorist attacks of September 

11, 2001 and to assist in the City’s overall 

economic recovery. Given the extraordinary 

level of damage to New York City caused by 

the terrorist attacks and the unique cir-

cumstances affecting the economic recovery 

of the area, the conferees have included lan-

guage authorizing the one-time waiver of re-

quirements as the Secretary deems appro-

priate to facilitate this recovery. 
Prior to the release of funds, the conferees 

expect the State of New York to submit and 

to secure approval from the Secretary of a 

plan that would allocate these funds to the 

highest priority economic development 

needs to address the emergency situation 

pursuant to the terrorist attacks of Sep-

tember 11, 2001. Language is also included re-

quiring certain notification requirements on 

the use of these funds and relevant waivers 

being granted. The conferees request that 

HUD provide quarterly reports to the Com-

mittees on Appropriations on the obligation 

and expenditure of these funds. 
The conferees do not expect these funds to 

be used to compensate or otherwise reim-

burse insurance companies for losses related 

to the terrorist attacks. The conferees un-

derstand that issues related to insurance 

costs and the terrorist attacks are currently 

under review by the relevant House and Sen-

ate authorization committees. 

CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH 

COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) au-

thority for the fiscal year 2002 recommended 

by the Committee of Conference, with com-

parisons to the fiscal year 2001 amount, the 

2002 budget estimates, and the House and 

Senate bills for 2002 follow: 

[In thousands of dollars] 

New budget (obligational) 

authority, fiscal year 

2001 ................................. $108,346,441 
Budget estimates of new 

(obligational) authority, 

fiscal year 2002 ................ 110,671,650 
House bill, fiscal year 2002 112,742,553 
Senate bill, fiscal year 2002 113,351,308 
Conference agreement, fis-

cal year 2002 .................... 112,742,537 
Conference agreement 

compared with: 
New budget 

(obligational) author-

ity, fiscal year 2001 ...... +4,396,096 
Budget estimates of new 

(obligational) author-

ity, fiscal year 2002 ...... +2,070,887 
House bill, fiscal year 

2002 .............................. ¥16
Senate bill, fiscal year 

2002 .............................. ¥608,771
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THE GREATEST GENERATION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 

previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Connecticut (Mr. LARSON)

is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Madam 

Speaker, we are a nation at war, a war 

the President has said may take years. 

He has asked for the Nation’s patience 

and perseverance to deal with the per-

petrators of terror and bring them to 

justice. A united nation stands pre-

pared to make the necessary sacrifice 

and put up with the heightened secu-

rity that disrupts our daily lives. It is 

an inconvenience that pales in com-

parison to the sacrifice of those brave 

Americans at the World Trade Center, 

the Pentagon, and the fields of Penn-

sylvania on September 11. 

For elder Americans, this is a second 

day of infamy that they have per-

severed through, the first being Decem-

ber 7, 1941. These Americans, that Tom 

Brokaw aptly describes as ‘‘the great-

est generation’’ know all too well the 

meaning of sacrifice and resolve. No 

generation has shouldered more proud-

ly this Nation’s rise to world power. No 

generation has borne such a heavy bur-

den. None stands more committed than 

they to stand with the Commander in 

Chief during this struggle. They know 

intuitively, as did the first President of 

their generation born in this century, 

that we must put Nation above self. 

With all the patriotic fervor and re-

solve, they stand committed today to 

face any challenge, conquer any foe 

and sustain a nation free of terror for 

their children. Proud veterans know 

that this is a match that cannot be 

postponed and comfort the young, in 

return, with the words of Roosevelt 

that ‘‘We have nothing to fear but fear 

itself.’’ They are in every sense of the 

word magnificent citizens and role 

models. They have given much and 

asked little in return. 

They hear all the platitudes and 

promises. They are celebrated in 

speech and in books and in the movies. 

But it is hard, hard to go home and 

look them in the eye and say there is 
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no prescription drug relief, to say we 

are exhausting the Social Security sur-

plus not only to fight Osama bin Laden 

but to provide corporate tax cuts. It is 

hard to look them in the eye as they 

travel to Canada for prescription drugs 

while Congress rolls back the alter-

native minimum tax. 
Even amidst what must be hurtful to 

them, they never waiver. They stand 

by their Nation, their flag, their be-

liefs, prepared to sacrifice yet again for 

the Nation they love. Living out their 

lives in dignity is all they ask. Plati-

tudes and promises do not heat their 

homes, put food on their table, or pay 

for the prescriptions needed to sustain 

their lives. Their generation believes 

you should be known by your deeds, 

not by the words that translate into 

empty promises. 
There will be numerous speeches 

given on Veterans Day exalting the 

brave men and women of our Nation. 

Wreaths will be placed at memorials 

and people will gather in solemn re-

membrance and in firm resolve. When 

Members are back in their districts for 

parades and speeches and memorials, 

they should take a long look in the 

eyes of those veterans. We stand on 

their shoulders, the benefactors of 

their sacrifice and accomplishments. 
They are prepared to see this second 

day of infamy through until justice is 

served. If only Congress would respond 

with the same resolve for them, the re-

solve to see their twilight years lived 

out in dignity, the resolve to provide 

them with affordable prescriptions 

here at home. If only Congress would 

show the willingness to sacrifice a cor-

porate tax cut to preserve a life, to 

heat a home, to have a nutritious meal. 

If only Congress had the resolve to pre-

serve Social Security and Medicare, 

the programs that have kept our elder-

ly barely above the poverty line. 
This is an unprecedented oppor-

tunity. The Nation stands united be-

hind the President and Congress to 

root out terrorism. 

f 

AIRLINE SECURITY BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Ohio 

(Mr. STRICKLAND) is recognized for 60 

minutes as the designee of the minor-

ity leader. 
Mr. STRICKLAND. Madam Speaker, 

tonight we are gathered to discuss a se-

rious issue, and that is the issue of air-

line security. One of my colleagues 

from the great State of Texas is here 

and is on a limited time schedule, so I 

will begin this hour together by turn-

ing the time over at this point to the 

gentleman from Texas (Mr. 

RODRIGUEZ).
Mr. RODRIGUEZ. First of all, let me 

congratulate the gentleman on taking 

this opportunity for us to come and say 

a few words on this very important 

issue. It is an issue that we recognize 

that we have not come to grips with 

since September 11, and I just wanted 

to share with my colleagues a couple of 

statistics.
Prior to September 11, we had over 9 

million passengers. After that date, we 

have had only 5 million. So we have 

had a drastic decrease. 
There is no doubt that people have 

some serious concerns about flying. A 

lot of people that are flying now are 

those that have business and those that 

have to, but a lot of people are choos-

ing not to fly. And for good reasons 

they feel insecure in terms of the situa-

tion that they find themselves in. 
The actions of the House leadership 

have delayed the passage of strong air-

line security legislation. Politics must 

give way to action. This is not the time 

to be partisan. This is not the time to 

be playing games at the expense of our 

national security. It is a time to deal 

with it. It has been 7 weeks. So we have 

to come to grips with it. 
We must provide the best security we 

can at our airports. Not just adequate 

security, not just sufficient security; 

no, we need to provide the best secu-

rity, and we will not get the best secu-

rity if we continue to auction it off to 

the lowest bidder. We have to come to 

learn the hard way that airline secu-

rity is a national security. So we need 

to recognize that national security 

should be in the hands of highly 

trained, highly motivated Federal law 

enforcement personnel. 

The current work force, brought to 

us by private contractors, are under-

paid and undertrained, and we recog-

nize that. We all understand that, and 

we all realize that we have a serious 

problem. This weekend someone man-

aged to slip through at the O’Hare Air-

port at Chicago. He did not just have 

one knife but seven folding knives with 

blades up to 4 inches. He also had a 

stun gun and a small container labeled 

teargas pepper spray. 

This is unacceptable. The American 

people expect our airport security per-

sonnel to be able to handle the job and 

be able to do the right thing. We can-

not take chances. We cannot accept 

what we have before us, and we have to 

make sure that when it comes to tour-

ism, when it comes to trade, when it 

comes to security in the air that we 

make it as secure as possible. 

What disturbs me is that the com-

pany at O’Hare is the same company 

that has already been cited by the FAA 

and has been placed on probation. Here 

we have a company that we continue to 

allow to be there, continue to allow 

them to do the things they have been 

doing.

b 2030

It is obvious that the private compa-

nies do not provide the type of security 

that we need. The private companies, 

no matter what, are going to cut cor-

ners. When it comes to our national se-
curity, we should not live with those 
types of situations where they are 
going to cut corners. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Madam Speaker, 
the gentleman talks about the private 
security company that is responsible 
for the situation in Chicago. That same 
company is responsible for the security 
at the Columbus, Ohio, airport which I 
flew out of this morning. While I was 
standing in line waiting to get on the 
airplane, there was a lady who started 
talking about her frustration. She 
knew I was a Member of Congress, and 
she said we need to federalize these 
workers. Who can I write to and ex-
press my opinion. I shared with her 
some names that she could contact. 

Then she told me this story. She said 
when I came to the Columbus, Ohio, 
airport, and I am a quilter, I went 
through security and after I went 
through security, I realized I had a 
large pair of scissors and what she de-
scribed as a rotary blade cutter. She 
got through security and realized she 
had these scissors and blade. She said 
they were valuable to me, and I knew if 
I was caught with them, they probably 
would take them away, so she went 
back through security and took them 
to her car and left them in her car and 
then came back to the airport. She said 
I am furious I was able to get through 
security this morning with those scis-
sors on me. 

Madam Speaker, it is happening over 
and over and over. This one particular 
company, the Argenbright company, 
seems to be very, very lax in the expec-
tations they have for their employees, 
apparently for the training they pro-
vide; and certainly they are very lax 
with the supervision. Otherwise, these 
multiple incidents would not happen. 

It is a dangerous situation. Some of 
my colleagues have expressed that they 
think I ought not to say that flying is 
not safe. So I will say it this way: fly-
ing still has a risk attached to it. Is 
that risk less than it was before Sep-
tember 11? Perhaps. In some cases it 
may be much, much less. But the fact 
is that people have a right to accurate 
information. The American traveling 
public has a right to know what kind of 
security exists before they choose to 
get on an airplane and fly, especially if 
they are going to put their family 
members at risk. We are trying to in-
form the public, and the public is the 
one that will ultimately force this Con-
gress to do the right thing and force 
the airlines to do the right thing. Until 
they feel safe, they will not return to 
the airlines as they have in the past. 

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Madam Speaker, I 
agree with the gentleman completely. 
A survey showed that 85 percent of 
Americans support the importance of 
federalizing our airline screeners. 
There is no doubt even after we have 
Federal workers we are still going to 
have some breaches. But I feel con-
fident that those people can do a better 
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